Appendix 5: Supplementary figures [posted as supplied by author]

Figure A. Forest plots of studies assessing the risk of lung cancer following any radiotherapy
compared with no radiation by (a) no restriction to lag period; (b) restriction to studies using a 5-
year lag period; (c) restriction to studies using a 10-year lag period; and (d) studies reporting
adjusted hazard ratios.
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Figure B. Forest plots of studies assessing the risk of hematologic cancer following any
radiotherapy compared with no radiation by (a) no restriction to lag period; (b) restriction to
studies using a 5-year lag period; (c) restriction to studies using a 10-year lag period; and (d)
studies reporting adjusted hazard ratios.
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Figure C. Forest plots of studies assessing the risk of secondary cancers associated with external
beam radiotherapy (EBRT) without a lag period for (a) bladder cancer; (b) colorectal cancer; (c)

rectal cancer; (d) lung cancer; and (e) hematologic cancer.
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Figure D. Forest plots of studies assessing the risk of secondary cancers associated with
brachytherapy without a lag period for (a) bladder cancer; (b) colorectal cancer; (c) rectal cancer;

(d) lung cancer; and (e) hematologic cancer.
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